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tbejr day in court, or perhaps bot-,er- dl

da.ru, as to matter affecting
tbem, Atvd this alt means time, labor
aad i expenditure of money."

This was regarded m a definite Inti-

mation that unless ono or the
other was conscious of complete
inriooance, further UttpiUon was
futile. But the Intimation wab modi-
fied by the furthor statement: "The
chorees Against the defendant (Mrs.
SUllmac) are very serious and mo-

mentous and. If sustained the conse-
quences would be very serious to her
future, even If she should succeed In
mstalnlng the charges against the
plaintiff."

Jtfra. Btlllman'e right to make a
Ttgoroua defense Is acknowledged 'not
only for her own sake but for tho U

of her children.
The Court orders that the children

ffluvt be maintained as well as tliflr
mother in the manner to which they
are accustom od. Except for Guy Bul-

losa, the court says, they are gld
enough to decide for thomsolvrn with
which parent they wlsrti to live, and
the mother's allorwnnce must bo sum
dent to care for them when they are
with her.

The decision finds with an Impres-
sive, assertion of tho rights of the Ixihy
Oajy, described as "ono person In thl
o&ao so youni; and Innocont as not
to understand what this action is all
bout, and win not understand until

be comes to an age of understanding,
If plaintiff Is successful against tha
cWW. the child will hear a stain that
cannot be erased and for which he In

not ronponslhle."
Mrs. Btlllroan comes to the dofensn

of Guy and his (rood name, tho Court
says, "as Is her duly" and "this la ex-

pected of any mother." It is also the
duty of the Court, he adds.

In commenting on tho decision,
John f. Brennan, of counsel for Mrs,
SUllman said ''Whllu I am
not quite satisfied with the counsel
ftvry as thnre has loen and will he
grjat exponso In conducting tho fu-

ture motion and the trial, there will
be no appeal on my part" Thtvo
firms of lawyers, represent Mrs. HUI1-ma- n,

Justice Morschauser has Intimated
that a soparutn allowance Is to be
mode lator for John B. Muck, guar-
dian tc Ouy SUllman.

Mrs. HUllmon's attorneys announced
that as soon as tho alimony order
had been entered thny would submit
a new motion to amend Mrs. Stlll-man- 'e

defense by alleging Intimacy
between Ur. Btlllman und a woman
other than Mrs. Ixjrds. whose name
they have not ascertained.

Beferco Glooson said that no dato
had been fixed for resuming tho tak-
ing of evidence before ihlm.

JUSTICE MORSCHAUER'S DE-

CISION IN FULL.
Tho text of Justice Morschnuscr's

decision follows:
"This motion Is made by the de-

fendant, Anna U. Stlllman, for per-

mission to servo an amended answer
and for alimony and counsel fco. Tho
plaintiff consented to the grunting of;
the order for permission to serve an
amended answer, but opposed tho
motion for alimony and counsel tee.

"Before deciding tho motion, I deem
II proper to pass upon the oxhlbltc:

"Exhibit 'A.' Tho alleged letter
from defendant to plaintiff and the
wchlblta 'U to H' Inclusive, consisti-
ng: of letters alleged to have bron
written by tho to de-

fendant and received by her and
claimed Co have been delivered ly

to the plalntlfT. Tho de-

fendant objects to the use of these
exhibits by plaintiff. Section 831 of
the Codo of .Civil Procedure provides
as follows:

"Sec. J31. When husband and
wife not competent witness; when
competent a busand or w'fo Is

not competent to testify ogulnifi
tb'e other, upon the trial of on
action, or tho hearing upon the
merits of rt special proceeding,
founded upon Hn ollcgntlon of
adultery, ercjpt to prove the mar-
riage or dlsprovo the allegation of
adultery. However, If upon such
trial or hearing the party against
whom the allegation of adult try
Is made produces evidence tending
to prove any of tho defenses
thereto mentioned In Sec. 1758 of
this act, tho other party is com-

petent to testify In disproof of any
tuch defense. A husband or w'.fe
shall not bo compelled, or without
thn consent of the other, If llv.ng,
allowed to disclose a confidential
communication made by one to
the other during marrlugo.
"Communications and transactions

between husband nud wlfo were early
recognized as privileged, and neither
could be compelled to disclose what
took Mace between them and neither
was a competent witness to testify as
to such transactions or communlca
tlons of a confidential nature or In
duced by the marital relation. From
experience )t was found that far lesi
evil would result from the exclusion
pf such testimony than from Its ad
mission, It may In Individual casta
work hardship, but the destruction
of confidence between a husband and
wife would cause much misery und
affect the. marriage relation. Thl
rule la founded upon sound public
policy.
CONFIDENCES OF COUPLES

SHOULD BE PRIVILEGED,
"Those living In the rnnrrlagu rela

tion should not be compelled or
allowed io betray the mutual trust
and confidence which such reUtton
Implies. When modified by legisla

e enactment, so wider lnterprcta- -

hos bowi given, than the plain

letter of tho law demanded, and when
by statutu tin) distiuutlftcuti m was
removed allowing husband nnd wlfo
to testify as against ouch other and
compelling them to testify tho rule
still obtained und did not ftffor: the
exclusion of privileged communica-
tions between tho upouses undoi the
common law riiliw. It Is applicable,
though terminated by divorce or by
the death of one of the parties.

"Loiters btw-e- liusti.tnd and wlfo
are within the protection or tin; rule,
as are oral communications, and tho
contents thereof cannot be disclosed
unlom the privilege, is waived. (Bow.
man vs. Patrick 3. 11. Rep. 36S,
Hopkins vs. arlmrtiaw, 105 U. 8. II.)
ln the Ilowman case the wife's nd.- -

mln.stra.or found amon her pupen,
letters from her husband rotating to
mattorn In a suit In which he was then
lntercUd. The administrator In a
spirit of hostility to the husband do--
llvcrtd tho letters to tho other side,
which sought to uso them, and tho let- -
tcrs were held privileged.

"In ths Hopkins ease, Mr. Jus
ties Gray, delivering the opinion
of the court, en pays 349, saldt
'At oommon law, upon grounds
of public policy. husband and
wifs (with soma exceptions not
hsre mattrial) were not permit-
ted, even by oonssnt, to give evi-

dence
I

for or against each other, I

or to testify even after tha end-

ing of ths marriag relation by
death or divorce, to private com-

munications which took place
them while It lastsd.'

"In Mlllipsugh vs. Potter (62
,

App. Div. 521), Mr. Justice 8mith
said at page 524 'There it was
sought to prove a confession by
the wife to the husband which is
clearly within the protection of
the statute.'
"Judgo Parker In AVarnor vs. tho

I. I'. Company (132 N. Y. 181) on
nag 1S said- - 'Tho evidence) offced
could have no puriNisu usoful to the
defendant iinloas It tended to show
that during such a convcrflMlon with
he.r htmhand she said or did, or omit-
ted lo say or do something from
which it mi-- bo Inferred that there
existed an unlawful Intimacy be-
tween hnr and Smith.'
CONVERSATIONS OF COUPLES

PROTECTED BY STATUTE.
A convorsatlon on such a uubJoct

botwfrn htmband and wife seems lo
us to bo clrjirly within tho protcc- -
Hon of tho statute.

"The appellant calls our attention
i J,'.i;C onJ"l,i,"'i'iL,"'Hl v"' U r:

iie.i tnu i. i. io-i- ). in which
iildge IvltI. In sneaking for the court.
Bld: 'What alt) confidential oonunu- -
plratlnns within the meaning of the i

.wwtlon7 Clearly not alt communlen- - j
thinn made between husband and wife
when olono They are suoli
communlrjitlotu as an expremdy

oruch as are of
iiiiiurti. ur iiniuceii uy

the marital relations. '
"Clearly, the definition given does

not exclude such a conversation us
tho defendant desired to prove from
the protection (if tho statute. Its na-
ture viui not only confidential, but It
was apparently Induced by tho mnr-Il-

relation, for It cannot be con-
ceived that such a topic would have
boon the subject of discussion but
for the existence of such relation bo
,w,f" '"e parties.

A further test
mm wh,.thpr a lmmnicalon ,

connduntlal Is suggestftd by the
learned Judge In characterizing tho
nature of the conversations sought to
be excluded In that case. Ho said:
Thev were ordinary convents tlons re
lating to matters of business wnlcn
there Is no reason to suppose he
would have been unwilling to hold In
tho presence of any person.'

"It .cannot Im supposed that both
husband nnd wife would have been
willing to discuss such n subject in
tho uriwenco of othor persons or
would have consumed lo a repetition
of thi conversation by olthor party to
It. Us nature, and the relation or tno
arth's forbade tha thought of lis ,

H lng told to utners, and ute inw
stamped ,l '.1p that inn! of confi
dence whlrh Hie parties In such a
situation would feel no occasion to
exact.
PAIR NOT COMPELLED TO BE

SMIRCH EACH OTHER.
In Hanover vs. House! (US Appl.

Div! SIH) Mr Justice Hewell on
S0.1: 'It Is equally clear that the

court did not err in excluding tho
of the wife, or that purt of the

conversation lietv.een tier nnd the
plaintiff which tended to show that
the defendant had had criminal in-

tercourse with her. They aro not
only confidential, but they were ap-

parently Induced by the marital re-

lation and clearly within the prohibi-
tion nf Section 831 of the Code of
Civil Procedure, which provides that
'a husband or wire miuui nni ne com-

pelled, or without the consent of tin
Plhfr, If living, allowed to disclose a
ennfldentlnl conimunlcnl Ion made bv
one to the other during marrjage.'

"There are actions not iniiniin on
the charge of adultery where thn
communications were held not lo Im
conltdnlliil. In actions fur agonal. on
of a wife's affection proof of the 111

treatment of the wife by the husband
is competent; profane ana aous vo
language used by him tn her Is not a
confidential cominunicntion. i.ninn-paug- h

vs. Potter, supra.)
"In Fowler vs Fowler, 33 N. Y. st.

iep. 74S, It was held that declarations
mndo by u nuxbaml to ins wio uie.
second night after the marriage that
he did not love her and had maCn a
mistake In marrying her. which was
the beginning of a courso o( ill treat-
ment, was not n privileged communl- -
CRtloll.

"N'orrls vs. Ieu (13C app. div. S5)
was an uctlou on a promlory note
made by a hustiand and wife. A let-
ter wns written bv the husband tn
t.iu n.i n ,.i.P....ir.i ... hi ,ii.iu, .i.i,iruIlia lll IU Ulll U"lift -
nnd Htntlntf thiii hn would Hdlllo with
the plaintiff vWiou ho obtulnnl cer- -
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JUSTICE MORSCHAUSER'S DECISION IN THE STtLLMAN
I hope lo do next w eek ' 1 think that
this was not a confidential rommunl-ciitlu- n

within the Inhibition of the
cod of civil procedure. (Sec. Ml).'

"It Is a debatable question whether
exhibits 'If to 'II' should ibe rwcclvod
upon plaintiffs nllldnvlt unaccom-
panied by othrr iitlldavlt. Matters
plaintiff cannot testify to on the trial,
hearing on tho merlin or spetlal pro-
ceeding under Hoc. Ml of tho t'dn
of Civil Procedure ho should not bo
permuted to place In nn nil. davit on u
motion of this kind when the defend-
ant objects, lie cannot tontlfy lo tho
handwriting of tho defendant or of tho

In nctlon.i of 'his kind.
The husband or wife In actions for

dlvorco founded on adultery Is nor
mitted to testify to tho marriage or
disprove the allegations of adultery,
And S31 of the Code did not
but gave tho right generally 'to dls- -
prove the allegations of ndultory,' to

ft 'hl'f"n
could not only deny, but could
testify to any fart or clrcumntanco
w,t,,ln dofendant'H knowledgo, com- -
pctcnt and material, on tho question
0, to w,oibor the act us charged was
committed.
ACCUSED MAY TESTIFY IN SELF

DEFENSE.
"In lllcrs vs. Biers (1&6 App, I)lv.

409) at l'n co 411 the learned Justice
(McLennan, l. J.) said: 'Thla sec-
tion has Ix'on held to moan tliat tho
alleged guilty parly Is not limited to
denying npccillcilly tha charges of
adultery, but may tUlfy to any fact
or circumstance within his or hur
knowledge, competent and material,
on tho question as to whether the
net, as charged, was committed.
(Huntley vs. Huntley. 73 Hun. 201
Htevens vs. .Stevens, 5 ID 490 O'lloni i

vs O'llura, 13G App. Div. 378.') i

"Tnu unect or tnc.no decisions is ;

that in order to 'dlnprovc the allcga- -
Hon of ndultory' tho party oharged
may lostlfy to facts tending to deny

. . . .. ... .. . , . , .tint r. n - r. xl n 1 ,H r n
they were procured to bo committed
or connived at by the other party to
tho marriage, or that tho offense
have hocn 'fongiven and condoned,"
and at pagn 413 tho learned Justlca
said: 'It Is urgod by the respondent
that tho provisions of Hectlon 8.11 arc
intended only to prohibit the. hus-
band or wlfo from testifying against
the other upon the Issue of adultery
In an action for absolute divorce,
and that If other Issues arc tnndrrod
by the defendant, suoh as conniv-
ance, or condonation, either party
may testify without restraint upon
such Issues. We are unable to agrco
with this contention.

It Is contrary to tno plain read-- 1 pe.rs.on having personal knowledge
Ipg of tho stutute and the language of tho facts and who Is legally com-o- f

the section has been strictly up- - petont to testify under oath (Cyc
pijed uy inu ruuim 111 an ranes, u
far as we have been able to find. In
Valentine vh valentine (S7 App., niv.
ir.r.i tt w hi nrmr i niinn. iv,.
tuifo to.iifv nminsi hnr .nh.in.i
concerning his property and Income.
In Dickinson vs. Dickinson (fi3 Hun..
jk,). it was held error lo pennlt thn
Plaintiff to testify t the fact of her
residence where Jurisdictional forts....... i u., .,!.. rinn ...
iin.L li Hun.. 3S9: Tnvlor vs Tavlor.
joa tw rjlv 220: Colwell vs J,o1J j

u"lA.. 0; Hudd vs. Dudd, u.rt.
jfl us) "

IF OFFENSE IS CONDONED,
PLAINTIFF CAN'T DISPROVE IT.

"While tho party charged could tes-tlf- y

to facts tending to deny ho
ohnrgt made, or to prove that Ihcy
Were procured to be committed or
eondnnod at by tho other party to
tho mnrrlago, or that tho offonseii
have boon forgiven or condoned, tho
plalntlfT by his testimony could not
disprove It. The decision In tho liters
ease was nvnn'nmo by an nmendrrmnt
to Soctlon 831 of the code by Chapter
181, Uiwn of lDlb, iui follows: 'How-ove- r,

If uiKin suelf trial or such hear-
ing tho party asnllnst whom tho alle-
gation of adultery Is mndo produces
evidence tending to prove any of tho
defense thereto mentioned In Section
1758 of this net the other party Is com-
petent to testify In disproof of any
such defense '

"Mr. Nichols, In his work on Sew
York Practice, vol. I, p. E7, sa'd:
'The question as to whether n person
Incompetent to testify' as a witness
enn make nn utlldnvlt which will bo
consldi red, and the effect thereof. Is
nf ennsldemlilf Interest, hut nn nou!
tlve rulo tins been laid down In icg-ir-

thereto In this State, it has been held
mat wliom the testimony of thn
plaintiff would bo Incompetent, by
reason of Its relating to a transaction
with deceased person, the plaintiff's
ntlldavit Is not alone sufficient to sup-IKi- rt

an Injunction und tho npp.ilnt-mu- nt

of a receiver, and that u person
serving a sentence on a coin let Ion
for a felony, cannot mnko an ."

( Referring to Gregory vs.
Gregory, 33 Super. C. T. 1 J and H. 1:
l'eoplo ex rel Uird vs. Hobvrtsou, 26
now. I". It. u.)

"In the case of the People ex rel
IjOixi. Hupra, an insolvent debtor was

testimony of
oirenso implying

of moral of
l.eiisl:Lttre rhc

pniHuniptluri
thn ohllg.iilons

"Insoheni

some
disregard of dobth, and others

limiting in
efilleetlon. affidavits tho

applicant ofstringency? agalivu
and for protection

creditors lu atf..ti.H by'hem
'There therefore. much.......... .ii..nMl'ul' iwiuvu ill), (Hi- -

led fr,m
an aindavit

MISSING IN BALLOON
WITH CREW SINCE

MARCH 22 LAST

VYIUtSl IHTSS'fO..

Chief QliarteriTUStCr N.
Wilkinson Was in Command

Lost

Chief Quartormanter Ocorgo
JC Wilkinson. In command
of tho naval balloon

has missing
leJt tho naval air station ut Pen-BJico-

niL, March I-- '. The
balloon oarrled crew five.

feared all have been '

lost. Planes and dirigibles are
still wvirchlng far the lust aero-
nauts.

vol. 5).
"There aro method by

,vlilch tha! exhibits 'U to 'h' may
bo made competent and proved, hut
nut by tehUmony of tlio plaintiff

by his where objection
mauo tneroto.

EXHIBITS SHOULD NOT BE CON-

SIDERED.
"Thn exhibits should not be con- -

sldnied by mo upon this
I mire ninny iHuiuiuruiM ine,....,! .. .. , lni!-i.uv- e ilium uuu de-
fendant that believe are riot com-
petent In ciHc this kind. did
not consider them this motion
when believed they violated the
rule.

"Tho plaintiff presents his
the taken at

the hearings before the learned
referee the acts and conduct

the defendant. She denies these
acts nnd conduct in her affidavit.
The pending and she has
not been examined. The defend-
ant has amended her answer and
charges acts and conduct
the plaintiff of similar character

charged by him against her,
and tuch acts are supported by
affidavits of different persons.
Shs not divorce but
pleads recrimination against the
defendant as defense. the
acts and conduct charged
against other are sustained
neither will be entitled de-
cree.

17SS. When dlvorco denied,
although adultery proved. 'In either

following casus the plaintiff
entitled to divorce, although

the adultery established:
dtvliilon 46). whore tho nlalntiff has
ulso been guilty of adultery, under
suoh circumstances, tho de
fendant been entitled,
innocent, divorce.

"It these charges are estab-
lished tho plaintiff and defend-
ant will find themselves in the
same position before the com-
mencement of action, except
that they will have had their
in court, perhaps several days,

matters affecting them, nnd
this all time, labor and
the expenditure of money.
"The children must be maintained

and the defendant be mnln

"T HIU Illinium UIIUUIVIU

THE SITUATION OF
BABY GUY.

"ARlrlo theso considerations,
there one this cise who
' "lul, hinpccnt not to
understand what act on
?bout' lind wi" ot undurjtniid until
' u,"ml:,!Jn, ilM nB amUnK

flJ.",tltf 1l,',u "gainst the
child, child stain that
cannot be erased and for which he

f?0"';!?:
,Jo, ho believes

,,uty to hlmss'lf and his children. The
,(Uvt'ntl naiK ehallenged the pa- -

uy ,

comes Its- - ., Iutionso legiiuruic) .

"This her duty alio right In

disqualified from making ailldavlt talned and supported In mannor
his petition for his dlucharge ooriwpondliur her runk and

under the Insolvent Hon and the fortune of hor hurtband.
lawn, and .Mr. Justice Uitt sold at Wo look to all the cireumsUinces
pages 81 and H2: The disqualification t,,n Particular case. In order to

general. It extends to all cases Inward fair and Just between
where tho declaration of the party the prt es, for no two cofios are lite,

be used In Judlclsl for ' Tho charges defendant
purpose of establishing or proving ' nJ vc.n: Bei'lo'i" and momtm,ou A.

some fact; and applies both to writ- - ( "Stained, the consequence would
ten and oral evidence. It not Urn- - v,w,r'i,u to l,fr, fUtim;' ,evon
Itrd testimony or the ' sl1' snoulrt """. r1"1"
trial of causes between irtiiii. but In tho 'harges against plaintiff.
teems ,,,,. , all matter clvi. trWSo2&
of from a guilty
an sum uereiicllon

principle llm opinion
thu lo ivirrv vitlt it

of a total dUregurd to
of an oath.
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tain inones. It was held that suoh ; disqualify him from lwlng n witness tier claims. Hhu vigorously chain-lett- er

would not be cxcludud an a on trial of a causo lieiwecn third pur- - plons tho child's cause und thle s
cominunicallon. sons. , pectrd from any mother.

"Tho learned presiding Justice of I "Tho effect and extent of tho din- - "Our law In Its wtsdom provides for
the Appellate Division tn this depart-- 1 ability created by the statuto of a tho caro and protoctlon of those who
ment, Mr. Justice Ji nks, uj,ld on page similar character In Bngland was din- - cannot protect themselvea, especially
S6: The letter Is an ordinary oplstle ( cussed and considered In re Sawyer Infanta and those of tender years,
whureln tho iuband writes to hlsi (2 Adol nnd Hilts, N, 8. P., 721). nnd There Is such an Infant In this case,
wlfo Ui chronicle the vrcathcr. his' it was held to extend to an ntlldavit The Infant is made a defendant and
daily d'ilpci nl "Torts r nnd a whieh hnd ben to how oniiwo Its paternltv Is questioned. Tho
summer place for tho faintly, and against u rule culling upon another courts aro charged with tha duty or
such petty matters. It contain a party to answer certain matiers, and protecting It,
single sentence which might be iertl. thn court ordered the aindavit to lie "In this case tho JnCant Is repm.-neat- :

'I will nettle with your roMher taken off tho Illcs (seo also In 'Green- - sented by an honored and eminent
Just as soon a I can got my hatids on ltaf on Evidence,' Bcctlon 874.)" i member of the bar, who will protect
the money from the mortgage wUlcb "The affidavit taust toe mado by nl the Infaut'a lntorwt aAd civ H

, . ) t
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GUT M WAGES IN

BUILDiNG TRADES

4,0(X) Mechanics in Worcester
j and- - 2,000 in Lawrence

Quit.

ornnrnni:20 rfcK UfciN I . KI:UUU I lUiN ;

General blectnc at Chicago
Announces a Decrease Af-

fecting 25,000.

WORCBSTKn, Mass.. April 1.

Practically nil tho building work tn

Worcester was suspended y

when members of tho orgatiUed

building trades struck against a rn--

duotlon of 20 per cent, in their pay. i

Most of tho tnon reported on the j

Jobs as usual this morning to sec if j

the master builders had changed
their minds about making tho cut In

pay offectlve y, and vhun
formed by the foremen that the cut

,..u in ffwi ilw.v m.lt nnd ronorted
at tho headquarters. Union leaders
report that tootween 4,000 and C.000

men havo stopped work.
SPUING t'JHU), Mass., April 1- -

HulhUng tradoH workmen In this city,
Chlcopco, Holyoko and Creentlisld
went on slrlku to-d- rather than
uiM'ont wage reductions.

In Holyokn about 1,000 men failed
to appear for work y und no
efforts havo been mndo to adjust
differences. The wage scale made
effective to-d- reduces wages fif-

teen ce.ntn un hour.
In Greenfield 200 carpenters and an

equal number of painters went on
strlko to-d- to rrsLst a wago reduc-

tion from SO to 75 cenls an hour. One
hundred craftsmen arn out In Chl- -
oopen and about f.0 In this city. The
Chlpeo strikers are the CourtfesU-ajn-cmployce- s

of Holyoke and
definite toward

ductlon have been taken hero.
UVWKKNCK, Mnss.. April 1.

to accept a .ago reduction if

20 per cent., morn than 2,000 building
mechanics Allied to report for work
here y. ,n a few insl.inces con- -

tractorn who have only a few men
did not enforce the reduction and
their employees worked us usual.

Tho master builders contend that
those who tailed to report for work
aro on strike, while they Insist that

txist that Is In him, bringing Into
play all the leamlrvg and ability that
tho law expects from one plaeed
such a position nf trust The inter-
ests of the defendant of the

In this case arc to n greul ex-

tent the same.
The cunteht means much and no

mistake should be made. shou'd
not bu to bo mado. litiga

Is expensive and troubleworn- - .in
such litigation as Is anticipated in
this case means the bring. ng of many
witnesses from many pl.ir and n
long and protracted trial. It should
not be said Hint all wore not heard
that should have been heard. All this
means money and time, labor and ef-
fort. Proper provision must bo rmdo
to meet the- conditions presented

"I believe the counael fee should
be allowed in the sum of thirty-fiv- e

thousand dollars ($35,000)
and twelve thousand five hundred
dollars ($12,500) be allowed for
expenses.

"During the pendency of the
action the defendant and the chil-
dren, and this includes the in-

fant herein attacked, must be
provided for.

"The children, except the infant
herein, are of sufficient age to

with whom they desire
to reside during pendency of
action.
"Their preference Hhould control in

tho as now presented.
While tho children ure with the
mother Or In her charge, she rnilRt
provide for their schooling and other
necessary cxiienkcs. I believe to
meet the the alimony
should bo allowed In tho sum of
seven thousand five hundred dollars
($7,ft00) month.

"Order may bo presented In ac-

cordance herewith and when signed
the stay vacated and the irial pro-

ceed before the learned referee at a
time and place to be agreed upon be-

tween the p.irtlw, nnd if parties
cannot ngree the learned referee may
fix tho time and place.

(lulile nr mis Tullinnn j- Will tld
Mrs. Stlllinnn.

MONT ft HA I April 1. Pr.sl Hni.s- -

vals, charged with biIng thn fnther of
Nfrs. J.wnes A. Mlllman's oungijt n
declared to-d-ai t tin t 'he hud Him i. n
Nought as a witness for SUMmm. In

diver" e suit.
"Hut when It was found that my truth-

ful statements wouldn't lieln Mr SH1I- -

inan, I mis given up by his attorneys,"
IltMUVuli said. "If I tun called upon to
(cwtlrj, my evidence will liclip Mi
StllLninn "

Kcauvals said he was positive Mrs.
Stlllman nould win her case.

"It certainly adds
the 'pal to 'pal-
ate'" remarked Bess,
helping herself for
the fifth time to

8 CHEESE
Made by SharpUu, Phil.

I lie jetion o' the iMnpluxrs has
In u virtual lockout.

There huti been little uelivllj In
building hero for some inolittff,5 but
more than idxly Jobs were stdrtwd In
March, many ur which arc now tlc'd

UP. ,

IIOCUE8TJ-1R- . N". Ylv April L

Whatever tmlldlng liaa iKjcti In prog-

ress In lloclicntor Is tlel up
tho men In the 'building tiadca rcfusj
ing lo reiKJil to work this moi'ulne
because of .1 reduction In wtigeji. Sev-

eral conferences have been held of
Into In nn effort lo arrive at an
twreomenU hut labor refuse-- i to re-

cede from Its position that there
must he no reduction.

cimxixJTAADV. April i - The
Schenectady. Hallway ComiMity, In

letters received by union officials, to- -

2S pUr cent May 1. ti.is win reetjro
the rate of 45 cents un hour paiu a
year ago.

Union officials say they arc con-

fident the wagt) question will be Hib-mitt-

to arliltrntlon.

BUILDING HALTS
IN MIDDLE WEST

yt n TlTldfS tOACOTpt

qus jn Wage

SClk.
cflCAao Apr, j.conatructlon

W0.j n a number of Middle Western
cities was halted following the re- -

of liulldlng trades worker to
accept reductions In pay scheduled
,r inXe """ft y. Most or in- -
roduetlous averaged 20 per cent.

Carpenters quit work at Dubuque.
Iowa, while In Waterloo, carpenters
and brick masons were Idle. Union
workers at Sioux City refused to ac-
cept n pay cut, and l.f.00 men were
reported Idle In Pes Moin pending
further negidlulloiis n rn-- unge
nesle.

I'nlon officers clHlmed H.000 men
j oniuhu. Teb . quit work Con- -
cii li- - innitriii'tlnn work in St. I.ouIb
was stopped following reliiMil of pp.
merit firnvlier und roncitie lahnrcrs
lo uecepl a i!U per cunt, pay cuu

TYPO UNIONS RESTRAINED.

MnanciiiiKctt Cmirt Oritrm y 1 n- -

trrfrrrner WIMi I'hlps Company.
SPrtr.VGI-TKM- . Mans.. April 1 A

pe.rniiinent Injunction, copies of which
were received has been

with tho Phelps Publishing Company.
The decree overrule.-- ) tho cxciiptlons
of the defendant unions and confirms
the reort of a special m.btcr on
nuestlons of r.icr.
T.,A'

f riko. for a minimum wage of $10 by
me union, winch of
foeted job and book concftnu In tills
virinltv.

SHIPYARD WAGES CUT.

Ten l'er Cent. Off I'ny of All Work-
er In York Illsfrlet To-I)a- y.

lteduetlon In wages of 10 per rent,
mot Into erteet In all shipyards In the
New York district Thousands

and Springfield issut-- by Supreme
a contractor. jug the Tnographlcal Printing

No slops a wage re- - Pressmen's Unions from InterferinL--

in

und

It
permitted

tion

determine

circumstances

conditions,
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Refuses

over

yesterday,

lypogr.ipmmi

Hg

w

Mi

1
f a in

mm

isr. mm

iruiteiMai - niiini i in

o? workers were alfevted In Drooklyn,
a In ten lelind. and ' v Jorey A
inonUi's noil' v of .the cut had been
given the men, however, .and theie was
no trouble reported Tho cut
was jiiadi- - necesit.iry'idiconllnrf to Uiu
ownuri. hv wagu teluctlolis 'in tile
yards In other cities . .

AceoidiiiK to John Tors, nuslnvss
Agunt of IaiciiI No.- 121. international
Ilrollicrlioud .o ( liollcineikers, 14.UU0
men are afiVetod In Ilrooklyn. I'o'rs
s.ild ho liad heiud no inti t l th
cut. iiiut there hud hce.il no meetings lo
consider the tedurtloli.

NO CUTJN THIS. "TRADE.

111,000 unit,, (ioniln Worker Vtn
Vftrr Loekniit,

A tnrealenud strike Of 10.000 work-
er? In tins white goods Industry In Now
York lias been aertcd Uimuglradcopt-ar.e- e

by tnaniifiicmtvr.4 of t ho union'
il'.inandii for an ngreuniont embvidylng
no wage reductions. . ,

A deadlock, had prevailed fur several
wwks after tho norkcrs had i rejected
the proposed 25 per vunt. wago cut

The now agreement provides mlml-mu-

wage ecnlfss for "wwik 'workers'1
arid an extra hulf-holld- on Klectlon
Day to enable women to vote

R. R. OFFICIALS' PAY CUT.

l'Vlden llrdcrir lleilnellon of 10 to
W l'er Cent. In CSnlsrle.'

HT. IX)LTIS, April l.SaLarios of
exiutlvus of tho tit. , L6ii.t qnd S.irt

THE ANSWER Both

rolled in then covered
P. . .1 t II

melt your
mouth kind that
the con-- f
ect i

$1.00 per pound.
We say

POUND BOX

CAM;
f

Francisco Ibillroml nVre i educed fiutn
ten to tMniity-je- r cunU tp.dio, ) ,M

num. di'pt, aiinouiicvrl t'J
A , rl'H't Wa,;iM i III

company's ES.lMV unployix-- bOfiifc
lonsmereu. n auaeu.

Workers Vole, lu Vrr emu llrOiitlouAt
. lltiri-'ALo- . Aprfl 1 Tw thousand,
uinploynra of the Jnvvb IJuld liaokltij--

f

Company have voted tlietneilvis u ie
ji. r cent. Wage efleetl'.

Thu cut will include Hie eu
lire persounil. from the l'rcldeu,t
down. Thu employees stated thut the
redurllon was made on ihrlr own Initlatlvo biicaiivi of urorebt buslnefand Industrial cotidltfoni CfiSA

w

'HUMANE' AGENTSIN BATTLE

One Held nn Chnrm- - of Tlirrnirn-- t
n ir to Shool the Oilier.

Harry sforan. IMrty-elg- of So 'life
liist nttli Strwt, Iluniauc Socln--
agent, was held iy In" J1.000 ball In
tho Ks Market Court on tiia coin
plaint of Wlllluni Berkett. ail ntrcnt of

lion of to Animals. ,r

iir.iir t,i t. vr,.-n- K v..

ycaiaruiiy wnen tno ratter drew a r
voiver nnu uirMienea io snoot mm.

I wns surnrUed." sad Herkett3J

riurilline vilirur uur l op,'U'U COS'
and snid. 'Uo oiieud and flrn.'

Moron will be given u hnarlng April
on ijiq ennrge or reionious aMH.'itut.

kl

b

for 68CI
R

4

with Chopped I'ecan Nuts and lastly.
1 ,

79c
HOME MADE AS
SORTMENT AO
the old timo fa-

vorites that tho
ontlre family wil
enjoy. The pack'
age weighs over
U "pounds. The
price is

PACKAGE

Lesson in Addition
For Friday and Saturday, April 1 and 2

Chocolate Covered Ice Creams f
POUND BOX

London Style Butter Toffee A Apound box y

But you don't have to buy both special. You con purchase them singly
at the prices named above.

EXTRA SPECIALS
MILK CHOCOLATE COVERED PARLAYS Each bar a candy luncheon,3;

in itwlf. Delicious nnl Nourishing. Big bars of California Honey Noo-- ,
rut. caramel,

Monday

Cruelty

blanKeiru wiin our lamnun rremiuni itihk
Regular price 99c. Extra Special for. Friday and Sat-
urday, Pound Box,

CHOCOLATE
COVERED
CREAM PEPP-

ERMINTS-Tho
in

exclusive
on er says

pHpou.I

my

fBy

BONWIT TELLER &CO.
FIFTH AVENUEAT 38 STREET

A Most Unusual Offering Saturday

Several Diversified Types in

TAILORED SUITS 0 TRICOTINE
and TWILL CORD for WOMEN

Long Straight and Belted Silhouettes

EXCEPTIONALLY PRICED AT

65.00
Tailoring of a high order characterizes these
suits in strictly tailored ' or embroidered
models self folds applied in design,. unique
podkets and collar treatments add distin-
guishing touches.

Other Tailored and Costume Suits
for Women 45.00 to 350.00

WOMEN'S SUIT DEP'T SECOND FLOOR
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